INDEX 


ADDICTS. See Constitutional Law, I. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Agriculture; Armed 
Forces; Postal Service. 


ADMIRALTY. 


1. Jones Act — Seamen— Damages for personal injuries — Evi- 
dence —In suit by seaman under Jones Act to recover damages for 
injuries sustained by fall when going to post in crow’s nest, it was 
error for Court of Appeals to order new trial on ground that jury 
could not determine, in absence of testimony by expert in naval 
architecture, a claim that the shipowner had failed to provide neces- 
sary and feasible safety devices; evidence did not support award of 
future maintenance for three years. Salem v. United States Lines 
Co., p. 31. 


2. Longshoremen’s Compensation Act—Coverage—Possibility of 
recovery under state law—Election of remedies—Injuries to workers 
on new vessels under construction on navigable waters not excluded 
from coverage of Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Compensation 
Act by §3 (a) thereof although recovery for such injuries may validly 
be had under state workmen’s compensation law; acceptance of pay- 
ments under state law did not preclude recovery under Longshore- 
men’s Act. Calbeck v. Travelers Ins. Co., p. 114. 


3. Longshoremen — Negligence — Unseaworthiness — Injuries from 
noxious fumes in hold of ship—In suit by longshoreman against 
owners of ship and grain elevator to recover for injuries resulting 
from noxious fumes given off in hold of ship by grain being loaded 
from elevator, evidence was sufficient to support findings that ship 
was not unseaworthy and that neither defendant knew or should 
have known that grain had been improperly fumigated by someone 
else at an inland point. Morales v. City of Galveston, p. 165. 


AGENCY. See Criminal Law. 
AGRICULTURE. See also Antitrust Acts, 3. 


Milk marketing orders—Requirement of “compensatory payments” 
by importers of milk from outside marketing region—Requirement 
that those who buy milk elsewhere and bring it into marketing region 
for sale as fluid milk make “compensatory payments” to producers 
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AGRICULTURE—Continued. 

who regularly supply the region, held invalid because of conflict with 
§ 8c (f)(G) of Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act. Lehigh 
Valley Coop. v. United States, p. 76. 


ALIENS. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Jurisdiction. 

1. Clayton Act—Merger of competing corporations—Injunction — 
In suit by Government to enjoin merger of two corporations in shoe 
industry as violative of §7 of Clayton Act, record sustained District 
Court’s finding that merger might substantially lessen competition, 
and its judgment enjoining merger and requiring divestiture affirmed. 
Brown Shoe Co. v. United States, p. 294. 

2. Clayton Act—Price discriminations—Milk—Chain grocers and 
independent grocers—Sales of milk at prices which discriminated 
between independently owned grocery stores and grocery store chains 
violated §2 (a) of Clayton Act when class cost justifications sub- 
mitted to District Court did not satisfy defendants’ burden under 
§ 2 (b) of showing that their discriminatory pricing plans reflected 
only a “due allowance” for actual cost differences. United States v. 
Borden Co., p. 460. 

3. Clayton Act—Sherman Act—Ezemption of agricultural coopera- 
tives—In view of exemption from antitrust laws accorded to agricul- 
tural cooperatives by § 6 of Clayton Act and §1 of Capper-Volstead 
Act, a treble damage judgment under Clayton Act against two cor- 
porations utilized by citrus fruit growers to process and market their 
fruit collectively could not be sustained on theory that such corpora- 
tions conspired solely between themselves and with a third corpora- 
tion, which was another processing agency of the growers, to restrain 
and monopolize trade in citrus fruit and by-products. Sunkist 
Growers v. Winckler & Smith Citrus Co., p. 19. 

4. Sherman Act—Coverage—Officers of corporations——An officer 
of a corporation is subject to prosecution under § 1 of Sherman Act 
whenever he knowingly participates in effecting an illegal contract, 
combination or conspiracy—regardless of whether he is acting in a 
representative capacity. United States v. Wise, p. 405. 

5. Sherman Act—Clayton Act—Suit for treble damages—Directed 
verdict for defendants——In treble damage suit under § 4 of Clayton 
Act, alleging monopolization and conspiring and attempting to monop- 
olize trade and commerce in vanadium industry, District Court erred 
in instructions to jury and in excluding certain evidence, and Court of 
Appeals erred in holding that evidence was insufficient and that 
verdict should have been directed for defendants. Continental Ore 
Co. v. Union Carbide Corp., p. 690. 
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APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III. 
ARBITRATION. See Labor, 3-4. 


ARMED FORCES. See also Veterans. 


Regular Army—Removal of officer—Injunction—After adminis- 
trative proceedings by Army Board of Inquiry and Board of Review 
under 10 U.S. C. (Supp. II) §§ 3792 and 3793 had resulted in recom- 
mendation that Secretary remove a commissioned officer in Regular 
Army, but before Secretary had taken any action under § 3794, suit 
to enjoin him from doing so on grounds that administrative proceed- 
ings were unconstitutional was premature. Beard v. Stahr, p. 41. 


ATTACHMENTS. See Veterans. 

BANKS. See Veterans. 

BREACH OF THE PEACE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3. 
BUS STATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3. 
CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, I. 
CAPPER-VOLSTEAD ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 
CENSORSHIP. See Postal Service. 

CERTIORARI. See Procedure, 1-3. 

CHAIN GROCERY STORES. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
CITRUS FRUIT. See Antitrust Acts, 3. 

CIVIL RIGHTS ACT. See Constitutional Law, III. 
CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-5; Contempt, 1. 
COLORADO. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-5; Taxation, 3-4. 
COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3-4. 
CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 
CONFLICTS OF LAWS. See Labor, 3. 


CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATIONS. See Contempt, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 


CONSPIRACY. See Antitrust Acts, 3-5. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Armed Forces; Courts; 
Postal Service; Procedure, 1, 3-4; Taxation, 4. 
I. Cruel and Unusual Punishment. 


State statute making status of narcotics addiction a criminal 
offense—A California statute, construed as making status of nar- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

cotics addiction a criminal offense though the accused had never 
used narcotics in the State or been guilty of antisocial behavior 
there, held invalid as inflicting cruel and unusual punishment. 
Robinson v. California, p. 660. 


II. Due Process. 

1. Apportionment of state legislature—lIn suit under Civil Rights 
Act alleging violations of Due Process Clause of Fourteenth Amend- 
ment by New York State’s constitutional and statutory provisions 
governing apportionment of State Legislature, judgment dismissing 
complaint set aside and case remanded for further consideration in 
light of Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186. W.M.C. A. v. Simon, p. 190. 


2. State criminal trials—Confessions—Circumstances in which 
confession was obtained from 14-year-old boy while he was held for 
five days without seeing lawyer, parent or other friendly adult vio- 
lated due process, and his conviction of murder, which may have 
rested on such confession, cannot stand. Gallegos v. Colorado, p. 49. 


3. State criminal trials—Breach of peace—Refusal of Negroes to 
leave white waiting room—When sole evidence to support convic- 
tions of Negroes in state court for breach of the peace was that they 
refused to leave bus-station waiting room customarily reserved for 
white people, evidence was insufficient and convictions were reversed. 
Taylor v. Louisiana, p. 154. 


4. State conviction for contempt—Constitutional issues not pre- 
sented by record—When petitioner claimed that use of intercepted 
conversation with brother in jail violated his constitutional rights 
and invalidated his conviction in state court for refusal to answer 
questions of state legislative investigating committee, but record 
showed that two of the questions were not related to intercepted 
conversation and refusal to answer them was sufficient to support 
judgment, his constitutional claim was not presented by the record. 
Lanza v. New York, p. 139. 


III. Equal Protection. 


Apportionment of state legislature—In suit under Civil Rights 
Act alleging violation of Equal Protection Clause of Fourteenth 
Amendment by New York State’s constitutional and statutory pro- 
visions governing apportionment of State Legislature, judgment 
dismissing complaint set aside and case remanded for further con- 
sideration in light of Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186. W.M.C. A. v. 
Simon, p. 190. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
IV. Freedom of Religion. 


Public schools—Recital of state-prescribed prayer—Under First 
and Fourteenth Amendments, state officials may not compose an 
official prayer and require that it be recited in public schools at 
beginning of each school day. Engel v. Vitale, p. 421. 


V. Freedom of Speech. 


Freedom of speech—Contempt of court—Statement of sheriff in 
political campaign—Obstruction of grand jury proceedings—Record 
did not support finding that sheriff’s statement in midst of political 
campaign criticizing judge for instructing grand jury to investigate 
charges of bloc voting by Negroes and use of money to obtain their 
votes presented clear and present danger to administration of justice, 
and his conviction by state court of contempt violated his right to 
freedom of speech. Wood v. Georgia, p. 375. 


CONTEMPT. See also Constitutional Law, II, 4; V; Procedure, 1. 

1. Criminal contempt—Conduct of lawyer during civil trial— 
Obstruction of justice—Lawyer’s persistent efforts to protect interest 
of client in civil suit under Clayton Act for treble damages, notwith- 
standing erroneous adverse ruling of trial judge, held not sufficiently 
disruptive of the trial court’s business to “obstruct the adminis- 
tration of justice” within meaning of 18 U. S. C. §401. In re 
McConnell, p. 230. 

2. Contempt of Congress—Sufficiency of indictment—Statement of 
question under inquiry —Under 2 U.S. C. §§ 192 and 194, an indict- 
ment for refusal to answer questions asked by congressional com- 
mittee must state the question under inquiry at time of defendant’s 
refusal to answer. Silber v. United States, p. 717. 


COOPERATIVE MARKETING ASSOCIATIONS. See Antitrust 
Acts, 3. 


CORPORATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3-4. 

COST JUSTIFICATIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Contempt, 1; Proce- 
dure, 5; Taxation, 1. 

COURTS. See also Constitutional Law, II, 4; V; Contempt, 1; 


Jurisdiction; Procedure. 


Constitutional or legislative courts—Court of Claims—Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals—The Court of Claims and the Court 
of Customs and Patent Appeals are constitutional courts created 











974 INDEX. 
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under Art. III, and their judges, including retired judges, may serve 
on District Courts and Courts of Appeals by designation of Chief 
Justice under 28 U. S. C. §§ 293 (a) and 294 (d). Glidden Co. vy. 
Zdanok, p. 530. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See also Antitrust Acts; Constitutional Law, 
I; II, 2-4; V; Contempt, 1-2; Procedure, 1. 
Forgery—Unauthorized agency endorsement of check—One who 
endorses a government check by signing the name of the payee and 
then his own, as agent, when in fact he has no such authority, is not 
thereby guilty of forgery under 18 U.S. C. § 495. Gilbert v. United 
States, p. 650. 


CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional 
Law, I. 


DAIRIES. See Agriculture; Antitrust Acts, 2, 4. 


DAMAGES. See Admiralty, 1-3; Antitrust Acts, 3,5; Contempt, 
1; Labor, 4-5. 


DELAWARE. See Taxation, 1. 
DIRECTED VERDICTS. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Veterans. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Antitrust Acts, 2; Constitutional Law, 
II, 3; II. 


DIVORCE. See Taxation, 1. 

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, II; Taxation, 3-4. 
EAVESDROPPING. See Constitutional Law, II, 4. 
EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I. 
ELECTION OF REMEDIES. See Admiralty, 2. 
ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAWS. See Constitutional Law, III; 
Taxation, 4. 


EVIDENCE. See Admiralty, 1, 3; Antitrust Acts, 5; Constitu- 
tional Law, II, 3. 


EXPEDITING ACT. See Jurisdiction. 
EXPERT TESTIMONY. See Admiralty, 1. 
FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 5. 
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FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. See Vet- 
erans. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 
1-4; III; IV; V; Labor, 2; Procedure, 3-4; Taxation, 3-4. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV: V: Postal 
Service. 


FORGERY. See Criminal Law. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; II, 
1-4; III; IV; V. 


FREEDOM OF PRESS. See Postal Service. 
FREEDOM OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, V. 
FREIGHT CARS. See Taxation, 4. 

FUMIGATION. See Admiralty, 3. 

GEORGIA. See Constitutional Law, V. 

GRAIN. See Admiralty, 3. 

GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, V. 
GROCERS. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

HOMOSEXUALS. See Postal Service. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Taxation, 1. 

INCOME TAX. See Procedure, 2; Taxation, 1. 
INDICTMENTS. See Contempt, 2. 


INJUNCTIONS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Armed Forces; Labor, 
2-3; Procedure, 4; Taxation, 2. 


INSECTICIDES. See Admiralty, 3. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 
INSURANCE. See Procedure, 2; Taxation, 3. 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxation, 1-2. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1-5; Taxation, 
3+4. 


JONES ACT. See Admiralty, 1. 
JUDGES. See Courts; Procedure, 4. 
JUDICIAL POWER. See Constitutional Law, III; Courts. 
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JURIES. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, II, 4; Courts; 
Labor, 2; Procedure; Taxation, 2-4. 

Supreme Court—Direct appeal from District Court—Antitrust 
case—“Final” judgment—Judgment of District Court enjoining 
appellant from having or acquiring any interest in competing cor- 
poration, requiring divestiture, and ordering appellant to propose 
plan for carrying out Court’s order of divestiture was “final” judg- 
ment within meaning of §2 of Expediting Act, and Supreme Court 
had jurisdiction of direct appeal. Brown Shoe Co. v. United States, 
p. 294. 


JUVENILES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2. 


LABOR. See also Admiralty, 1-3; Taxation, 2. 

1. National Labor Relations Act—Right of nonunion employees to 
act in concert—Walkout because of cold—Discharge of nonunion 
employees for walking off job together because shop was “too cold” 
violated § 8 (a)(1) by interfering with their right under §7 to act 
in concert for mutual aid or protection; rule against leaving work 
without permission was not justifiable “cause” for discharge under 
§10(c). Labor Board v. Washington Aluminum Co., p. 9. 


2. National Labor Relations Act—Dispute between shipowners and 
unions of marine engineers—Jurisdiction of state court to enjoin 
picketing. —In suit by shipowners to enjoin picketing and other pro- 
tected activities by unions of marine engineers, dispute was arguably 
within jurisdiction of National Labor Relations Board, and state 
court was precluded from exercising jurisdiction, notwithstanding 
claim that only “supervisory” personnel were involved. Marine 
Engineers v. Interlake Steamship Co., p. 173. 


3. Labor Management Relations Act—Norris-LaGuardia Act—Suit 
by employer to enjoin strike in violation of agreement.—Notwith- 
standing § 301 of Labor Management Relations Act, 1947, §4 of 
Norris-LaGuardia Act bars injunction against strike, picketing, etc., 
by union and its officers and members in violation of collective 
bargaining agreement. Sinclair Refining Co. v. Atkinson, p. 195. 


4. Labor Management Relations Act—Suit by employer for dam- 
ages for strike in violation of agreement—Arbitration—Suit by 
employer under §301 of Labor Management Relations Act to 
recover damages for strike or work stoppage in violation of collective 
bargaining agreement stated cause of action against unions but not 
against individual members; contract did not bind employer to 
arbitrate its claim against union for damages. Atkinson v. Sinclair 
Refining Co., p. 238. 
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5. Labor Management Relations Act—Suit by employer for dam- 
ages for strike in violation of agreement—Arbitration—Employer’s 
claim against union for damages for strike in violation of collective 
bargaining agreement was within compulsory arbitration provisions of 
agreement, and suit for damages under § 301 of Labor Management 
Relations Act was properly stayed pending completion of arbitration. 
Drake Bakeries v. Bakery Workers, p. 254. 


LAWYERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Contempt, 1; Pro- 
cedure, 5; Taxation, 1. 


LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, III; Contempt, 2: 
Procedure, 1. 


LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty, 2-3. 
LOUISIANA. See Constitutional Law, II, 3. 
MAILS. See Postal Service. 

MAINTENANCE. See Admiralty, 1. 

MARINE ENGINEERS. See Labor, 2. 
McCARRAN-FERGUSON ACT. See Taxation, 3. 
MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 

MILK. See Agriculture; Antitrust Acts, 2, 4. 
MINNESOTA. See Labor, 2. 

MONOPOLY. See Antitrust Acts, 1, 3, 5. 
NARCOTICS. See Constitutional Law, I. 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See Labor, 1-2. 
NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty, 1-3; Procedure, 5. 
NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; V. 

NEW TRIAL. See Admiralty, 1; Antitrust Acts, 5. 
NEW YORK. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; III. 
NORRIS-LaGUARDIA ACT. See Labor, 3. 
NUDITY. See Postal Service. 

OBSCENITY. See Postal Service. 

OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE. See Contempt, 1. 
OFFICERS. See Antitrust Acts, 4; Armed Forces. 
PENNSYLVANIA. See Taxation, 4. 

PERSONAL INJURIES. See Admiralty, 1-3; Procedure, 5. 
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PICKETING. See Labor, 2-3. 
POLITICS. See Constitutional Law, III; V. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mails—“Obscene” material—Magazines containing pictures of nude 
or nearly nude men.—Administrative order of Post Office Department 
barring from mails as “obscene” under 18 U.S. C. § 1461 magazines 
containing pictures of nude or nearly nude men and advertisements 
offering similar pictures for sale, all of which appealed almost exclu- 
sively to homosexuals, held invalid. Manual Enterprises v. Day, 
p. 478. 


PRAYERS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
PRICE DISCRIMINATION. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 


PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty, 1-3; Antitrust Acts, 3, 5; 
Armed Forces; Constitutional Law, II, 1-4; V; Contempt; 
Courts; Jurisdiction; Labor, 2-5; Taxation, 2—4. 

1. Supreme Court—Certiorari—Plain error not briefed or argued.— 
When indictment for contempt of Congress was defective under Rus- 
sell v. United States, 369 U. S. 749, District Court denied timely 
motion to dismiss it, and issue was not presented to Court of Appeals 
or briefed or argued in Supreme Court, the latter could, at its option, 
notice such plain error and reverse judgment sustaining conviction. 
Silber v. United States, p. 717. 


2. Supreme Court—Certiorari—Review of no importance except to 
litigants—When it appeared that outcome of suit for refund of 
income taxes depended upon facts and review would be of impor- 
tance to no one except litigants, writ of certiorari dismissed as 
improvidently granted. Rudolph v. United States, p. 269. 


3. Supreme Court—Certiorari—Constitutional issues not presented 
by record —When petitioner claimed that use of intercepted conver- 
sation with brother in jail violated his constitutional rights and 
invalidated his conviction in state court for refusal to answer ques- 
tions of state legislative investigating committee, but record showed 
that two of the questions were not related to intercepted conversation 
and refusal to answer them was sufficient to support judgment, his 
constitutional claim was not presented by the record. Lanza v. New 
York, p. 139. 

4. District Courts—Suit challenging state statute as conflicting 
with Federal Constitution—Need for three-judge court —Three-judge 
court should have been convened under 28 U. 8S. C. §§ 2281, 2284 to 
hear and determine suit to enjoin enforcement of state statute because 


= 
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of conflict with Federal Constitution. Idlewild Bon Voyage Liquor 
Corp. v. Epstein, p. 713. 


5. District Courts—Dismissal of suit for want of prosecution—Sua 
sponte and without notice—District Court, acting sua sponte and 
without prior notice, had inherent right to dismiss for want of prose- 
cution long-pending personal injury suit against railroad based on 
diversity of citizenship; right not restricted by Federal Rule of Civil 
Procedure 41 (b) to cases in which defendant moves for dismissal; 
plaintiff bound by his lawyer’s conduct. Link v. Wabash R. Co., 
p. 626. 


PROPERTY SETTLEMENTS. See Taxation, 1. 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 3. 
RAILROADS. See Procedure, 5; Taxation, 4. 
RELIGIOUS FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
REMEDIES. See Admiralty, 1. 

RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 5. 
SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. See Veterans. 
SCHOOLS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

SEAMEN. See Admiralty, 1. 

SEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty, 3. 
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. See Agriculture. 
SECRETARY OF ARMY. See Armed Forces. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3-5. 
SHIPOWNERS. See Admiralty, 1-3; Labor, 2. 
SHOES. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 

SOCIAL SECURITY. See Taxation, 2. 

STAYS. See Labor, 5. 

STOCK TRANSFERS. See Taxation, 1. 

STRIKES. See Labor, 2-5. 

SUPERVISORY PERSONNEL. See Labor, 2. 


SUPREME COURT. See also Jurisdiction; Procedure, 1-3. 
Tribute to Mr. Justice BLACK, Pp. V. 


TAFT-HARTLEY ACT. See Labor, 3-5. 
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TAXATION. See also Procedure, 2. 


1. Income tax—Transfers of stock—Husband to divorced wife in 
property settlement—Deductibility of fee paid wife’s attorney — 
Transfer by taxpayer in Delaware to divorced wife, in return for 
release of her marital claims, of stock which had appreciated in mar- 
ket value and which was solely property of the husband, was taxable 
event under Internal Revenue Code of 1954 and not division of prop- 
erty between co-owners; husband not entitled to deduct fee paid to 
wife’s attorney for advice about tax consequences of transaction. 
United States v. Davis, p. 65. 


2. Social security and unemployment taxes—Suit to enjoin collec- 
tion —A suit to enjoin collection of social security and unemployment 
taxes was barred by § 7421 (a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 
even though District Court found that they were not, in fact, payable 
and that their collection would destroy plaintiff’s business. Enochs 
v. Williams Packing & Navigation Co., p. 1. 


3. State tares—Wholly out-of-state insurance transactions covering 
property in State—lIn view of history and language of McCarran- 
Ferguson Act, a State may not tax wholly out-of-state insurance 
transactions covering property within the State. State Board of 
Insurance v. Todd Shipyards Corp., p. 451. 

4. State taxes—Personal property—Situs—F reight cars —Pennsyl- 
vania could tax all freight cars, wherever located, owned by railroad 
incorporated and located in Pennsylvania, except cars proved to have 


tax situs in another State. Central R. Co. v. Pennsylvania, p. 607. 


TEXAS. See Taxation, 3. 
THREE-JUDGE COURT. See Procedure, 4. 


TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT. 


Property subject to seizure—Bank account created after liberation 
but before termination of war.—Right to sue for recovery—Power of 
Alien Property Custodian to seize from Dutch corporation bank 
account created in United States in 1948, three years after liberation 
of Netherlands but before formal termination of state of war in 1951; 
right of owner to sue for recovery. Handelsbureau La Mola v. 
Kennedy, p. 940 (Opinion of Brack, J., dissenting from denial of 
certiorari). 


TRANSPORTATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Taxation, 4. 
TRIAL. See Contempt, 1. 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE. See Taxation, 2. 

UNIONS. See Labor, 2-5. 
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VANADIUM. See Antitrust Acts, 5. 


VETERANS. 

Disability benefits—Exemption from attachment—Deposits in fed- 
eral savings and loan association —Disability benefits paid to incom- 
petent veteran by United States and deposited by his committee or 
guardian in a federal savings and loan association held exempted 
from attachment by 38 U.S. C. § 3101 (a) in circumstances of case. 
Porter v. Aetna Casualty & Surety Co., p. 159. 


WORDS. 

1. “Attempt to monopolize.”—Sherman Act, §2. Continental Ore 
Co. v. Union Carbide Corp., p. 690. 

2. “Concerted activities for the purpose of ... mutual aid or 
protection.”—National Labor Relations Act, §7. Labor Board v. 
Washington Aluminum Co., p. 9. 

3. “Discharged for cause.”—National Labor Relations Act, § 10 (c). 
Labor Board v. Washington Aluminum Co., p. 9. 

4. “Due allowance for differences in the cost.”—Clayton Act, 
§2 (a). United States v. Borden Co., p. 460. 

5. “Final judgment.”—Expediting Act. Brown Shoe Co. v. United 
States, p. 294. 

6. “Forges.” —18 U.S. C. § 495. Gilbert v. United States, p. 650. 

7. “Labor dispute.”—Norris-LaGuardia Act, § 4. Sinclair Refining 
Co. v. Atkinson, p. 195. 

8. “Labor dispute.”—National Labor Relations Act, § 2 (a). Labor 
Board v. Washington Aluminum Co., p. 9. 

9. “Labor organization.”—National Labor Relations Act, § 8 (b). 
Marine Engineers v. Interlake Steamship Co., p. 173. 

10. “Monopolize.”"—Sherman Act, §2. Continental Ore Co. v. 
Union Carbide Corp., p. 690. 

11. “Obscene.”—18 U. 8. C. § 1461. Manual Enterprises v. Day, 
p. 478. 

12. “Obstruct the administration of justice.’—18 U.S. C. § 401. 
In re McConnell, p. 230. 

13. “Person.”—Sherman Act, §§ 1, 8. United States v. Wise, p. 
405. 

14. “Substantially to lessen competition.”—Clayton Act, §7. 
Brown Shoe Co. v. United States, p. 294. 

15. “Tend to create a monopoly.”—Clayton Act, §7. Brown Shoe 
Co. v. United States, p. 294. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. See Admiralty, 2. 
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